04-24-07 



02:45PM 



FROM-MERCHANT & GOULD P.C 



206-342-6201 



T-904 P. 018/025 F-597 



App, No. 10/664.740 

Amendment Dated: Deeember 26, 2006 

Reply to Final Office Action of October 24, 2006 



RECEIVED 
CENTRAL FAX CENTER 

APR 2 2007 



Ry.lVfAJtKS/ARGUMENTS 



The claims have been amended as set forth above. Claims 14-16, 26-28, 33. 36 and 38 
are cancelled and claims 41-48 are new. No new matter has been added 

L RTamincr Interview Patcd Dece mber S. 2006 

An Examiner Interview was held on December 5, 2006. An agrecmeut as to allowability 
was not reached. However, it is believed that an agreement was reached that the current changes 
to the claims oveicome the cited references. 

IL Rejection of claims 1^0 under 35 U,S.C_1036ri 

Claims MO are rejected imder 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over U.S. Patent 

No. 6,944,821 issued to Bates et al. (hereinafter '^ates"). In ligjit of the amendments herein, 

apph'cants respectfully disagree. Independent claim 1 inckides the following features not taught 

or otherwise suggested by Bates: 

"setting, on a second computer application, cow data characteristics of data, 
wherein the copy data characteristics indicate charactensiics of data that identify 
when reference information related to the data is automatically_jHisted to the 
second computer application 

by accessing the copy data characteristics of data of the second con?>uter 
applicationa determining wlien the data characteristics of the corned data 
indicate that reference information related to the data is automitticallv pasted to 
the second computer application : 

automatically pasting the reference information related to the data from the 
memory to the second computer application when the data charactetistics of the 
corned data indicates that reference information related to the data is 
autoft^^qaUY pas^^ tq ff^ ff^ff^d co^tputer application; 

omitting the reference information when the data characteristics of the conied 
data does not indicate that reference information related to the data is 
automaticallv pasted tothe second computer oppticatjon* * 

As one example firom the specification of tbe appUoation> the specification recites as 
follows: 
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"It is noted that in some embodiment of the invention, the copy/paste module 222 
may past data reference information with the data depending on the characteristics 
of the data, such as the size, amount, or type of data that is pasted. This function 
of the copy/past module 22 may he affected by user settings and/or predetermined 
configurations " See Specification, at pg. 17, lines 2-6. 

As another example from the specification of the application, the specification recites as 
follows: 

In some embodiments of the invention, the copy/past module 22 may implement 
determination step 402 by surveying the data reference information prior to 
pasting it to the destitiation application 138... Following the determination step 
402, if the copy/past module 222 determines that preferred data reference 
information is available, the exemplary sub-process can proceed along the "Yes" 
branch to step 404... However, if the copy/paste module 22 does not determine 
that there is preferred data reference information available, the sub-process 308 
can proceed along the TMo" branch to step 406. In stqp 406, the copy/paste 
module pastes the copied data to the destination application 138 without data 
reference infonnation. See Specification at pg. 17, line 22 - pg. 18, line 16. 

Applicants assert that Bates does not teach the above features of claim U Bates teaches 
information gathered from a source document. As depicted in FIGURES 5 and 6 of Bates, Bates 
teaches a selection window for selecting items to be included in the source information* 
However, there is no teaching in Bates of identi^ng copy data chamcteristic ifaat indicate when 
reference information is pasted or not. Bates teaches what information to include. Bates does 
not teach charaaeristics of the copied data that indicate when the reference information should 
be included. For example, a \iser could set the copy data characteristics to indicate that only 
copied data of a certain length should include reference data. When data i$ copied, the length of 
the data is analyzed to determine if it is sufficient to include reference data. Bates docs not teach 
or suggest such a scenario. More particularly^ Bates does not teach or suggest "by accessing the 
copy data characteristics of data of the second computer application, determining when the data 
characteristics of the copied data indicate that reference information related to the data is 
automatically pasted to the second computer application^' Also Bates does not teach or suggest 
"automatically pasting the reference information related to the data from the memory to the 
second computer application when the data characteristics of the copied data indicates that 
reference information related to the data is antomatically pasted to the second computer 
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^plication" and "omitting the reference information when the data characteristics of the copied 
data does not indicate that reference information related to the data is automatically pasted to the 
second computer application." 

Independent Claim 1 also includes the following features not taught or suggested by 

Bates: 

"obtaining /j^asrfif^ reference informatiQn from the second computer application', 
and 

automatically pasting the pasting reference information to the second computer 
! application," 

As one example from Ae specification of the application, the specification recites as 
follows: 

Ehiring routine 308, the copy/paste module 22 may also obtain data reference 
information for other applications^ such as the destination application 138 or the 
other source application 137. For exaxnple, the copy/past module 222 may obtain 
I the data and/or time that the data was pasted to the destination application 138 

' from the destination application 138 or another application running on the 

computing device 120. See Specification^ ^i^^. 16, lines 12-16. 

Applicants assert that Bates does not teach the above features of claim 1 . Bates teaches 
infcnmation gathered irom a source document Applicants can only find teaching in Bates 
related to information from the source document. This makes sense in that Bates is only 
concerned with citing tlie information. Independent claim 1 makes the distinction between 
I "reference information" and "pastil^ reference infbimation,** Claim 1 identifies that the ^'pasting 

reference information is obtained from the second computer appUcation^^ (e.g, the computer 
application that the data is being pasted into). Bates does not teach or suggest these features in 
that Bates is only concerned with obtain mformation from tibe source document (e.g. the 
document that data is being copied from). Accordingly, applicants assert that independent claim 
1 is in condition for allowance- 
Independent claim 18 includes the following features not tau^t or otherwise suggested 
by the cited reference: 
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setting, on the computer application, codv data ckaracterhdcs Atffl. wherein 
the copy data characteristics Indicate characteristics of date t hat identify when 
reference information related to the data is antomaticallv pasted to a second 
document : 

by accessing the copy data characteristics of data of the computer application* 
determinine when the data characteristics of the cop ied data indicate that 
reference information related to the data is auiomatic aUv pasted to the second 
document 

autamaiicallv postine the reference information related to the data from the 
memory to the second document when (he data characteristics of the copied data 
indicates that reference informadon related to tlie data is automadcaiiv pasted 
to ffte S^Ofid document, 

qmittins the reference information when the data characteristics of the copied 
data does not indicate that reference information related to the data is 
automatically pasted to the second document; 

obtaining ^gyring reference information from ftie second document; and 

automatically pasting the nastins reference information to the second document 

Applicants assert (hat Bates does not teach the above features of claim 18. Bates teaches 
infoimation gathered from a source document As depicted in FIGURES 5 and 6 of Bates, Bates 
teaches a selection vandow for selecting items to be included in the so\irce information. 
However, there is no teaching in Bates of identifying copy data characteristic diat indicate when 
reference information is pasted or not. Bates teaches what information to include. Bates does 
not teach analyzing characteristics of the copied data titat indicate when the reference 
inibrmation should be included. For example, a user could set the copy data characteristics to 
indicate that only copied data of a certain length should include reference data. When data is 
copied, the length of the data is analyzed to determine if it is sufficient to include reference data* 
Bates does not teach or suggest such a scenario. Also, applicants can only find teaching in Bates 
related to information from the source document. This makes sense in that Bates is only 
concerned with citing the information, hidependent claim 18 makes the distinction between 
'^reference information" and ''pasting reference infonnation." Claim 18 identifies that the 
"pasting reference itiformation is obtained from the second computer application (e.g. the 
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computer application that the data is being pasted into). Bates docs not teach or suggest these 
features in that Bates is only concerned with obtain iQ&nnation ftom the source document (e.g. 
tbe document that data is being copied from), Accordin^y, applicants assert that independent 
claim 18 is in condition for allowance. 

Independent clafan 29 includes the following elcnwnt not taught or otherwise suggested 

by Bates: 

^'setting, on a second computer application, co pYjiata characteristics of data, 
wherein the copy data characteristics indicate characteristics of data that identify 
when reference information related to the data is aut omaticaHv pasted to the 
second computer application 

by accessing the copy data characteristics of data of the second computer 
application, determining when the data characteristics of Ike corned data 
indicate that reference information related to the data is automaticaUy pasted to 
the second computer aiopjicationi 

automatically pasting the reference information related to the data from the 
memory to the second computer application when the data characteristics of the 
copied data indicates that reference information related to the data is 
automaticaUy pasted to the second computer applicatiotii 

omitting the reference information when ^e data characteristics of the copied 
data does not indicate that reference information related to the data is 
automaticaUy pasted to the second comptaer application' ' 

''obtaining jtias^lfff reference information from the second computer applicatton; 
and 

automatically pasting the pasting reference information to the second computer 
application." 

Applicants assert that Bates does not teach the above features of claim 1 8. Bates teaches 
information gathered from a source document Agab> As depicted in FIGURES 5 and 6 of 
Bates, Bates teaches a selection window for selecting items to be included in the source 
information. However, there is no teaching in Bates of identi^'ng copy data characteristic that 
indicate when reference infr>nnation is pasted or not. Bates teaches what information to include. 
Bates does not teach attaly2ing characteristics of the copied data thai indicate when the 
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reference infonnarion should be included For example, a user could set tbc copy data 
characteristics to indicate that only copied data of a certain lengdi should include reference data. 
When data is copied, the length of the data is analyzed to determine if it is sufiEicient to include 
reference data- Bates does not teach or suggest such a scenario. Also, applicants can only find 
teaching in Bates related to information from the source document. This makes sense in that 
Bates is only concerned with citing the information- Independent claim 29 makes the distinction 
between "reference information" and •'pasting reference information." Qaim 29 identifies that 
the "pasting reference information is obtained from the second computer application (e,g. the 
computer application that the data is being pasted into). Bates docs not teach or suggest these 
features in that Bates is only concerned with obtain information from the source document (e.g. 
the document that data is being copied from). Accordingly, applicants assert that mdependent 
claim 29 is in condition for allowance* 

With regard to the dependent claims, applicants assert that those claims have been 
amended to include subject matter not taught or otherwise suggested by Bates. Moreover, those 
claims ultimately dependent from the independent claims. As such, applications believe that 
chey should be found allowable for at least the same reasons sei forth above. 
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m. Request for RecoasideratiQn 



In view of the foregoing amendments and remarks, all pending claims are believed to be 
allowable and the application is in condition for allowance. Therefore, a Notice of Allowance is 
respectfully requested. Should the Examiner have any further issues regarding this application, 
the Examiner is requested to contact the undersigned attorney for the ^plicant at the telephone 
number provided below. 



Respectfully submitted, 



MERCHANT & GOULD RC. 




Ryan T. Qx^ 
Registration No. 52»9S6 
Direct Dial: 206.342.62S8 



MERCHANT & GOULD RC* 
P. O. Box 2903 

Minneapolis, Minnesota 55402-0903 
206,342.6200 
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